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Amendments to the Drawings: 

The attached sheet of drawings includes changes to Figures 1, 2 and 3. These sheets, 
which includes Figures 1, 2 and 3 and are each labelled in the top margin as "Replacement 
Sheet", replace the original sheets including Figures 1, 2 and 3. 

In Figs. 1, 2 and 3, the reference TER1 has been amended to "TR1"; and 
In Figs. 1, 2 and 3, the reference TER2 has been amended to "TR2." 

Attachment: Replacement Sheets (2 sheets) 

Annotated Sheets Showing Changes (2 sheets) 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-11 are pending in the present application. 

Objection to the Drawings 

The Office Action objects to the drawings, stating that the reference signs TR1 and 
TR2 mentioned in the description do not appear in Figures 1, 2 and 3. 

The Applicant has included replacement sheets incorporating amendments to 
Figures 1, 2 and 3. 

The Applicant respectfully requests acceptance and entry of these amendments to the 
drawings. 

35 U.S.C. § 103 (Non obviousness) 

The Office Action rejects claims 1-11 under 25 U.S.C. § 103(a), as being 
unpatentable over Crisler et al (US Pat 5,038,342) in view of Raith (US Pat 5,90.,552). The 
applicant respectfully traverses these rejections. 

The applicant disagrees with the Examiner's analysis of the applied references, 
especially as it relates to the unpatentability of the independent claims. 

Claim 1 recites allocating a traffic channel emulating the radio interface of a first 
radiocommunications system by a base station of a second radiocommunications system, the 
radio interface of the first and second system being incompatible with each other. The other 
independent claims (8 and 10) recite similar elements, allowing for differences in claim 
drafting of means and system claims. The allocation of a traffic channel emulating the radio 
interface of another radiocommunications system is not shown in the prior art references. 

In the passage cited by the examiner, Crisler deals with supporting a single RF 
system which can accommodate different types of communication units, namely FDM/TDM 
units or FDM units. However, the present claims are directed to a method for allocating RF 
resources in different systems supporting different, incompatible interfaces. Crisler is 
directed to a communication system where only FDM communication units or TDM/FDM 
units can be accommodated in a single communication system . There is no disclosure in 
Crisler of enabling a base station be able to communicate with a mobile station from an 
incompatible system. 
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Raith does not remove the deficiencies in Crisler that have been noted above. Raith 
discloses cellular radio systems that provide control channels for setting up calls between 
base and mobile stations. The mobile stations monitors (during its idle state) the control 
channel to determine whether its MIN corresponds to the received MIN and upon a match, 
the mobile station transmits the response to a switching center, which in turn, selects a voice 
or traffic channel that instructs the mobile station to tune to the selected voice or traffic 
channel. 

However, this passage does not provide any indication on allocating a traffic channel 
emulating the radio interface of a first (older) wireless system. The claim explicitly requires 
the steps of monitoring a mutual help channel of the first system and if the base station 
detects a pattern transmitted by the mobile terminal on the mutual help channel, allocating a 
traffic channel emulating the radio interface of the first system so that it may communicate 
with the mobile terminal. Raith concerns distinguishing various channel types, e.g., traffic, 
control, packet data, by decoding and refining the control values in the received signal. 
Nothing in Raith suggests nor describes allocation of a traffic channel emulating the interface 
of a different wireless system. Further the combination of Crisler and Raith also would not 
have suggested such a system to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the present 
invention was made. Therefore, the rejection of independent claims 1, 8 and 10 based on 
Crisler and Raith is unwarranted and should be withdrawn. 

As concerns claims 2, 9, and 11, the Examiner points to Raith passages stating that 
Raith provides the recited steps missing in Crisler. These paragraphs (Raith, col. 2, lines 38- 
54, col. 3, lines 13-64) will not be quoted, but nothing in these passages describe or suggest 
the recited steps of claims 2, 9 and 1 1. Raith discusses automatic scanning to find the best 
control channels and during idle states, monitoring control channel messages addressed to it. 
Nothing here suggests monitoring a help channel while taking into account the characteristics 
of a different radio interface. Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the combination of 
Crisler and Raith is not warranted in rejecting claims 2, 9, and 1 1. 

With respect to the dependent claims 3-7, as they refer to the claims 1, 8 and 10, 
much of the same argument applies. Therefore, these claims derive their patentability from 
the patentability of the claims to which they refer. 
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Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of Claims 1-11 
under 35 U.S.C § 103 be withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

It is believed that the present application is in condition for formal allowance. 
Accordingly, a Notice of Allowance is respectfully requested in due course. Should the 
Examiner determine any minor informalities that need to be addressed, he is encouraged to 
contact the undersigned attorney at the telephone number below. 

Deposit Account Authorization 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiency in any amount 
enclosed or any additional fees which may be required during the pendency of this 
application under 37 CFR 1.16 or 1.17, except issue fees, to Deposit Account No. 50-1903. 

Respectfully submitted, 

McCracken & Frank LLP 
200 W. Adams, Suite 2150 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
(312) 263-4700 
Customer No: 29471 



December 21, 2005 




Reg. No: 25,626 
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